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Sir: 

COMMUNICATION 

Further to the telephone conference between David Lacey and 
the undersigned on March 19, 1993, applicants request that the 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office reset the Period of Response to 
the Office Action in the above referenced application. The 
events leading up to this request are as follows. 

1. On March 2, 1993, applicants' representative received 
the original Office Action mailed March 1, 1993. This Office 
Action was barely legible and virtually impossible to photocopy 
for forwarding to applicants. (A photocopy of the March 1, 
1993, Office Action is enclosed.) 

2. On March 8, 1993, Lawrence B. Bugaisky contacted 
Examiner Schwadron, requesting a better copy of the Office 
Action, and was informed that the Examiner would discuss this 



with his Supervisory Primary Examiner (S.P.E.), David Lacey. On 
March 10, 1993, Examiner Schwadron informed us that we must 
contact Mr. Lacey in order to get another copy of the Office\ 
Action. Mr. Bugaisky contacted Mr. Lacey on March 10, 1993, and 
was informed that the Examiner would attempt to send us a better 
copy . 

The new copy was received at our office on March 18, 1993. 

3. In a telephone conference between the undersigned and 
Mr. Lacey on March 19, 1993, Mr. Lacey indicated his willingness 
to consider resetting the date of the Office Action to March 19, 
1993. In the conference, the undersigned noted that the U.S. 
Patent and Trademark Office required applicants to provide a 
copy of the entire prosecution history of this application, 
which could not be found, according to a letter from Robert A. 
Fenwick, Jr., dated September 15, 1992. Applicants submit that 
it is not unreasonable to request resetting of the response time 
to provide applicants with the full three months to consider the 
new copy of the Office Action. Therefore, applicants 
respectfully request that the time for response be reset in the 
above-referenced application. 
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